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The new European funding body, the European Research Council (ERC), which started its activities in 2007 as part of the Seventh Framework Programme for Research, entailed many features which are groundbreaking in the EU context, namely, support of investigator-driven bottom-up research (as opposed to targeted and mission-oriented research), support of individual researchers and not collaborative research networks, and targeting individuals, not organizations. Stimulation of excellence was the only criterion of support. 
Several other European schemes or organisations support many of the same principles as the ERC, such as the promotion of excellence, bottom-up, and some, risky research, but the combination of support principles and schemes is different. The ERC and its funding schemes were designed in a way so as to avoid full overlaps with the existing European funding schemes (e.g., the ESF, EMBO, or COST). The ERC has also many common features with the European national-level funding agencies, typically called Research Councils, though again, we may argue that they differ in many respects. 
The emergence of the ERC with its substantial budget and strategy to support scientific excellence and frontier research has brought about a new important element in the European research funding landscape. The paper draws attention to potential impacts and change processes taking place, especially, at the level of the national research funding organizations, but pays attention to the European level funding landscape as well. The paper examines whether there are indications of changing policies, changing funding instruments, and changing processes which could be attributed to the emergence of the ERC.   

2. Methodology
The paper first utilizes the notion of ‘organizational field’, drawing on organisational research.​[1]​ It is applied in this study to help direct attention to pertinent change processes taking place in the social environment in which the ERC was founded, and especially those prompted by its emergence. It is clear that, in a systemic sense, an organizational field into which the ERC entered does not exist. However, we may posit that there is an evolving European organizational field or space in research funding: a loose cross-country ‘landscape’ or space with organizational actors both at the national and European level; furthermore, these actors are heterogeneous and not functionally equivalent either because they have different geographical coverage or different types of activities. These actors influence each other through the various forums of interaction and exchange. The evolving European research funding landscape has many drivers. To some extent it is based on interaction and collaboration among European scientific and scholarly organizations and associations where key persons from the national research funding agencies are key actors, or where the national agencies are the member organisations. In the 2000s it has been fuelled by the EU research policy called ERA (European Research Area), which aims to promote coordination and alignment of the policies of its member state actors, but also has a more ambitious objective, the creation of an integrated European research space (Luukkonen, 2010). The ERC is a new element in this evolving European research funding landscape highlighting specific principles, funding modes, instruments and procedures.
	The study pays attention to organizational responses by especially the national research funding agencies to the emergence of the ERC. These responses include coordination and competition and the outcomes from responses include a process of homogenization, isomorphism or the reverse, namely, differentiation. 

3. Data
The study uses documentary evidence and interviews with the major research funding agencies in six European countries (UK, Germany, Austria, Switzerland, the Netherlands, Norway), carried out in the autumn of 2010 and winter of 2011. It also draws on the analysis of the changing European research funding landscape, carried out in 2009-2010 for Eurecia project, and which draws on documentary evidence and interviews with key people in European level funding and other scientific and scholarly organizations, including the European Commission.

4. The analysis
The analysis of the data takes into account the different success rates the studied countries have had in the ERC calls, different types of national funding systems, the experience and traditions the national funding agencies have, and their organizational practices (esp. those related to peer review) as potential interacting variables in potential change. Some pointers of the types of impacts, which have been detected at the time of the writing this abstract, include the following:
There are early indications of the ERC precipitating further alignment of national funding landscapes, both in terms of organisational set up and funding rules. The establishment of the ERC is a further step highlighting the principle of a specific funding council and project-based funding, and at the same time, setting a benchmark of high-quality procedures to apply in such an organisation. This has led, or has been used, to justify the establishment of a dedicated research funding organisation operating competitive, project based funding (e.g., in France). There are changes taking place in other countries as well (Spain, Italy, Poland). 
At the level of funding there is limited evidence about effects on the structure of the funding. In the past decade many national-level funding councils have been faced with increasing pressures to respond to demands for a transfer of knowledge for the benefit of society and the economy and have oriented increasing parts of their funds to research support schemes addressing societal challenges. In this situation, the establishment of the ERC highlights the importance of supporting fundamental research and research that can lead to unexpected discoveries. In terms of funding schemes, there are examples of isomorphism (certain funders, mainly independent charitable foundations, starting early career investigators’ schemes, after the ERC example) and negative coordination (where certain funders, particularly the ones allocating public funds, have been discontinuing, or intent to discontinue, some of their funding schemes). 




^1	  DiMaggio, Paul J. and Walter W. Powell. 1983. "The iron cage revisited: Institutional isomorphism and collective rationality in organisational fields." American Sociological Review 48: 147-160.
